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GENSCHER TO RAISE POLISH AID REQUEST AT EEC SUMMIT 





LD221400 Hamburg DPA in German 1204 GMT 22 Mar 81 


[Excerpts] Bonn, 22 Mar (DPA)--Federal Foreign Minister Genscher will raise Poland's 
request for further Western economic aid at the EEC summit due to start in Maastricht 
tomorrow. This was learned it) Bonn today following Genscher's 2 days of talks with 
Polish leaders in Warsaw. 


In a second German Television Service [ZDF] interview, Genscher said today that the issue 
of economic aid for Poland presents all Western countries with the question of whether 
they are fully aware of their responsibilities and interests in this matter. Talks with 
the West European partners should be held on the matter. The Federal Government would 
like the Polish people, its leadership and social forces to be able to solve their 
problems along the path of regeneration chosen by themselves. "A setback in Poland 
would affect East-West relations as a whole,” he said. It would change the situation 

in Europe and Germans and Poles would be the main sufferers. 


FOREIGN MINISTER INTERVIEWED ON EAST-WEST TENSION 





DW201114 Munich ARD Television Network in German 1915 GMT 19 Mar 81 


[Interview with Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher by program moderator Rudolf 
Muehlfenzl, Hans Kressmann, Suedwestfunk Network, Klaus Dreher, SUEDDEUTSCH ZEITUNG, and 
Carl Gustaf Stroehm, DIE WELT correspondent--recorded ] 


[Text] [Muehlfenzl] Ladies and Gentlemen, Bonn in the East-West field of tension is the 
subject of our television discussion to which I most cordially welcome Hans-Dietrich 
Genscher, the FDP chairman and federal foreign minister. Right after this recorded dis- 
cussion, the minister will fly to Warsaw. Tonight, when this program is broadcast, he 
will be in the Polish capital as a guest of the government. The federal foreign minister 
will take part in our discussion at a time when his foreign policy is exposed to con- 
siderable doubts and burdens. America under President Reagan certainly demands from us 
as allies clear political support for the leading power and certainly also a military 
contibution which may be very high for us. 


The Federal Government, understandably enough, tries to maintain as much foreign policy 
leeway as it can. The possibilities which the Federal Government and its foreign 
minister have are naturally curtailed by the fact that some parts of the SPD and also of 
the FDP indicate that they want a different foreign policy. 


At the conclusion of the Washington talks, the usual communique was replaced by a so- 
called coordinated summary. But the agreement pointed out therein naturally leaves many 
questions open, questions which will be aksed by myself, Hans Kressmann of Baden-Baden 
Suedwestfunk Network, Klaus Dreher of SUEDDEUTSCH ZEITUNG and Carl Gustaf Stroehm of 

DIE WELT in Bonn. 


Mr. Minister, let us begin with your Washington talks. While visiting Washington, you 
pointed out Bonn's request that the NATO dual decision be observed, that is, counter- 
arming while simultaneously negotiating. How prepared was the United States to 
negotiate? 


[Answer] Mr Muehlfenzl, first I want to say that it is not usual to issue a joint 
communique in Washington. I have made various visits there and that was never done. 
What was special this time was that a coordinated statement “as given, showing that we 
agreed in our assessment of the talks. Regarding our position vis-a-vis the United 
States, you mentioned that the U.S. Government expects or demands that we define our 
position toward the leading Western power. I think everybody knows that the FRG is the 
key country among the European allies in the transatlantic alliance. 
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It is to our advantage as Germans that the U.S. secretary of state knows from his NATO 
work that through our Bundeswehr and our defense efforts, we make the main contribution 
to the common security. This certainly contributes to the fact that the discussion on 
what we must do together in view of the Soviet threat can be held in an objective manner. 


You are right, the discussion about N/A {0's dual decision (?you) mentioned was important. 
The statement indicates that both governments, the American and the German, believe that 
both elements of this dual decision must be implemented--counterarmament as well as the 
continuation of negotiations which began last fall, but that was actually quite natural. 
The reason it was taken up anyway was because the public questioned--and these questions 
have also been asked in our country--whether the U.S. Government wanted to link the 
continuation of arms control talks with other events. 


The U.S. Government answered this question long ago. First, the American representative 
at the Madrid CSCE followup conference said yes to a European disarmament conference. 
In other words, arms control negotiations will be continued. 


Second, the U.S. Government said in this communique that it desires to successfully 
continue the CSCE process. 


Third, it says that the arms control negotiations should be continued with regard to 
medium-range arms. 


Regarding our relations with the United States, cverybody in our country must realize 
that our policy must be obvious and calculable, not only with regard to the Soviet Union, 
but also with regard to our allies. It would be entirely wrong to assume that the 
Federal Republic of Germany could have, so-to-say, a position in the middle between the 
two world powers, at an equal distance from the Soviet Union and the United States. We 
are partners of the United States. Without the United States, there would be no security 
in Europe. Both of us, by the way, are democracies. Therefore, we belong together. 


I would like to warn all who believe one could gain latitutde for action if one adopted 
an attitude of detachment toward the United States. He who does so will find he has 
missed th. boat. He will find himself situated between the United States and the Soviet 
Union. He who wants to adopt an attitude of detachment regarding the United States, 
would thus also adopt an attitude of detachment regarding our most important partners 

in Europe, such as France, England and Italy. That is most decisive. 


[Question] May I ask to whom you address this warning? You should actually address 
this warning to your own coalition camp. 


[Answer] There is no need to keep it a secret that voices in the German public believe 
a certain amount of room for maneuver could be achieved in that way. There are also 
voices from the Social Democratic Party, but that is not the opinion of the SPC 
[Bundestag] faction. I convinced myself of that on Tuesday. But there are such voices, 
and it is particularly these which I would like to oppose publicly. 


I think that the debate which is taking place at the moment among our public on our 
security policy--what we are doing here is a part of this debate--can be most useful when 
it offers an opportunity to outline our position, the position of the Federal Government, 
which has very broad support in the Bundestag, including among the opposition. 





[Question] Mr Genscher, it is obvious that you have taken a very plain, a very hard 
position vis-a-vis Brezhnev's suggestion, for example, possibly because... 


[Answer] [Genscher interrupts] You mean the suggested moratorium? 
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[Question] The moratorium, which you rejected immediately. You added that the moratorium 
already existed because we are lagging behind. You have taken the clearest position of 
all the top European politicians. You were given the commensurate Moscow beating in 
PRAVDA. Is it absolutely wrong to assume that a certain cooperation on the part of your 
American colleague Haig, regarding readiness to negotiate, for example, must be seen in 
connection with your strong and plain position? 





[Answer] I do not know whether it is cooperation when the U.S. Government continues to 
do what we have jointly decided on in the alliance. I believe this expresses only the 
fact that continuity exists regarding the intention to implement the decisions of the 
alliance. We do it and the United States does it. 


But one thing is certainly correct, namely, that a country with a clear and firm position 
will be better heard by its partners and friends than a country which gives reason for 
doubts. One thing is absolutely clear--this administration did not surprise us with a 
set preconceived opinion laying down what the Europeans had to accept. It holds talks 
witt European politicians instead. In doing this, it does more than merely listen, it 
takes what is said seriously. Europeans can see many instances in which attention has 
been given to their talks. 


Please let me say someth‘ne more --we can perhaps discuss the moratorium later on--about 
European-American relations, because I consider this most decisive. At the end of the 
meeting between the federal chancellor and the French president, with the participation 
of both foreign ministers last Sunday night in Alsace, the federal chancellor and the 
French president said that they assess the American foreign policy positively. That 
was not a polite phrase. It was a political statement of extraordinary importance. I 
believe that the European public is just beginning to realize that these two important 
countries, France and the FRG, fully agree in their positive attitude toward the policy 
of the new American administration. 


This has a number of effects on us Germans. First, we are not in a position--as some 
people believe, some hope and some fear--that we must choose between Paris and Washington. 
No! We are in agreement with Paris and Washington. Another effect is that everybody 

must know what isolation from the United States, isolation from this important European 
partner, means--I do not want to limit it to France, the Italian attitude is identical, 

the English too. In important international situations, these important European countries 
show that they are in good agreement with the United States. I believe thir is a good 
prerequisite for the West to endure the challenge it is undoubtedly facing, a challenge 

we will face up to with all our efforts to safeguard peace. 


[Question] Mr Minister, I do not know but what this reflects wishful thinking, the things 
you have outlined here. You say the Federal Republic is a key country, marching 

shoulder to shoulder with France, Great Britain and Italy. The discussion here, however, 
is absolutely different. You say there are voices in public. These are important SPD 
politicians who are talking in different tones. The initial response to the suggested 
moratorium which you made and which the federal chancellor made were different. The 
federal chancellor was the one who last summer introduced the suggestec moratorium into 
the discussion through his own and maybe somewhat different suggestion about a moratorium. 
It does not seem at all to me that we are marching arm-in-arm with our allies in accordance 
with Washington with regard to all problems. Strong differences exist here in connection 
with your coalition partners. 


There is good reason why you again have warned on this occasion against not [word indistinct] 
because you probably know that we are not doing what we are expected to do. 


[Answer] Mr Dreher, I think it was good that you inserted a reservation by saying that 
the chancellor's statement at that time was perhaps not exactly what is being said now. 
[words indistinct] and something else, so that the former statement by the federal 
chancellor does not produce anything for dealing with the moratorium. I assume that ve 
will discuss this matter. You are dealing at present more with a domestic 

political aspect. 
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I wanted to say that the U.S. Government is still ina state of forming its opinion on 
many points. This we see by its willingness to listen. We as Europeans, not just as 
Germans, and the French and the others see that our statements have been listened and 
attended to. That is the way it ought to be among allies with equal rights. 


[Question] I would like to ask you about one point. The pclicy toward the Third World in 
overall strategy is an example where one can say that smooth agreement is impossible. 

The Americans probably have the idea at the moment that one must oppose the Soviet Union 
mainly with military means wherever it has penetrated, such as in the Third World, Latin. 
America and Africa. They are curtailing their development aid. Is that [words indistinct ] 
do you agree with that? 


[Answer] Mr Dreher, we have made a very honest statement here, Mr Haig and myself. It 

says, among other things, that the U.S. policy vis-a-vis South Africa is still being 
formulated. The Europeans are indeed interested in the U.S. supporting the Namibian 
initiative of the five Western states, namely Canada, England, France and the FRG, supporting 
it as the fifth country. This demonstrates that discussions will be necessary here. 


I consider it a positive development that the United States is prepared to take part in the 
North-South summit in Mexico, because if it had not participated, this would have confirmed 
the assumption you have mentioned, an assumption based on statements, not something you 
have made up. 


On the other hand, however, I found out in the talks that they are listening to our 
opinion that the stability and independence of the states of the Third World can well be 
safeguarded by creating social justice and social progress. This was expressed in the 
statement. I pointed it out in a discussion on the situation in Pakistan. The statement 
Says very plainly that there are fields where American policy has been formulated. 
Agreement exists in these cases, which is recognized by the French and the others. These 
are not uncritical persons. We all aim at [words indistinct] and yet one must consider it 
a political event. France has always realized that one cannot dissociate oneself in a 
critical hour from one's most important ally, but that one must stand shoulder to shoulder 
with him, to use an expression of Mr Dreher. [words indistinct] 


[Question] As important as world political involvements may be, let us discuss the min 
point of the controversy at the moment, namely, medium-range armament in Europe. Genscher's 
proposal is on the table. It lately has been explained and outlined by various advisers. 


[Answer] You mean Brezhnev's suggestion. 
[Question] Did I say Genscher's? [laughter] [words indistinct] 
[Answer] The danger of being confused is not very great. 


[Question] You rejected the moratorium and suggested a halt in production on both sides, 
because, as you said correctly, the superiority of the Soviets is there and it is very 
great. Your visit to Moscow in early April is in the offing. You have certainly considered 
Mowcow'’s possible motives. Do you think that behind this very clearly demonstrated 
readiness for talks is merely propaganda, skillfull action or pretense? Or what is these 
behind it? 


[Answer] I think that if one wants to asses <¢::i4, one must first of all ask oneself 
what the counterarmament decision means and wh: the suggested moratorium means. 

In November 1979 [as heard], the federal chanc»ilor publicly pointed out in London the 
dangers for the balance in Europe resulting from the deployment of the SS-20 missiles in 
the Soviet Union. It creates a nuclear threat to West Europe which we did not have 
before. The Soviet Union has a superiority in this field which the West cannot counter 
with something similar. 
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From November 1979, sorry, November 1977 to December 1979, we pointed out repeatedly in 
various talks--particularly emphatically in 1978 when Mr Brezhnev visited us here--by 
saying: If you do not stop, you will force the West to counterarm. These more than 2 
years have not been used by the Soviet Union to stop production. On the contrary. they 
have continued it. It was, if I may say so, a self-imposed Western moratorium of 2 years. 
It turned out that the effect was continuing armament by the Soviet Union. 


In 1979, we made a decision, saying that we plan to counterarm. The first missiles 

would be deployed in West Europe in the fall of 1983. But we did not want to embark on 
the old way by saying that counterarmament must be completed first before we will begin 

to negotiate. The German suggestion was that we call on the Soviet Union to begin 
negotiations immediately with the aim of achieving arms lizitation agreements t« stabilize 
a balance on as low an armament level as possible. 


As of December 1979, the Americans had repeatedly urged the Soviet Union to negotiate. 
That was not accepted. Only in the summer of 1980, when the federal chancellor and I 

were in Moscow, did the Soviet side say: Yes, we are prepared to negotiate. Preparatory 
talks were opened in the fall of 1980. They were then disrupted, and now the continuation 
of these negotiations is at stake. Valuable time has been lost, which was not the fault 
of the Vest. 


In this time, the Soviet Union continuously strengthened its missiles which threaten us 
in West Europe and worry us so much. Every newly-deployed missile naturally makes 
negotiations more difficult. Every new missile makes it more difficult to achieve a 
balanced armament. 


[Qvestion] May I ask you a question about developments as you describe them? You were 
foreign minister in 1978, is that not so? 


[Answer] Yes. 


[Question] You say there was a self-imposed moratorium. You must have been involved in 
it. Brezhnev signed that statement at the time in Gymnich [near Bonn], which is quite 
interesting, and in which it says that no side should seek advantages in any field. Did 
you believe that? Did you therefore prescribe that moratorium for yourself? 


[Answer] No, no. We in the West--not just the Federal Republic, but [words indistinct ] 
of such missiles, as the Italians and the Americans--the West said through all channels 

in the talks that the USSR  hould stop, otherwise we would have to take action. Since 

we do not make such decisions lightly, we did not rush matters. We really exploited these 
2 years for talks, Mr Dreher. 


When it turned out that the Eastern side could not be prevailed upon to stop, we decided 
to counterarm, a decision which was hard for us to make. To avoid an arms race, we made 
the offer to negotiate. 


Now the Soviet Union says: Well, we suggest that both of us should stop now. No more 
missiles should be stationed in Europe. This means that the Soviet Union has its missiles 
while we do mot. A clarification has been added to the effect that further production 

is naturally permitted. This would mean that the Soviet missiles would remain standing 

in Europe, that no Western missiles would be added, that the Americans can produce them, 
but they cannot be used from American territory. The Soviet Union, however, could deploy 
the missiles it continues to produce, on the other side of the Ural Mountains, threatening 
us as before because the range of the missiles is such that they can cover West Europe from 
the eastern part of the Soviet Union. 


There is one difference, however, Mr Muehlfenzl: The further away ‘*~ ~issile is, the 
less vulnerable it is to Western systems, including the new ones with a snorter range. 
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In other words, a suggestion is being made here which does not create any headway as to 
substance. We do not want to see missiles there while we have none, which would cement 
the imbalance. No, we want arms limitation on a low level, we want to talk business. I 
believe that it is important that the Soviet Union should come to the negotiating table. 
The matter ought to be discyssed there. Nobody should be distracted away from discussing 
the Soviet systems, thus unu?rmining our negotiating position. 


I think we ought to have a public discussion about this. We are an open country which 
also gives security to the Soviet Union. There are no surprises here. I think it is 
an important matter to make it clear to our public that an elementary danger for West 
Europe must be warded off, primarily through negotiations, if possible. 


[Question] So the answer to my question is that the current proposal was nothing but a 
horse trader's trick? 


[Answer] I would never use such a formulation; it is aimed at distracting attention from 
the matter. The Federal Government holds a very firm position here. There are no 
different opinions between the federal chancellor and myself. He was the first to point 
out to the world’s public, not {st to our own public, what was going on in the Soviet 
Union. I demand that we be given the support of the public in our country for this 
responsible peace policy, namely, to achieve arms limitation through negotiations. We 
must also obtain the clear support of the Bundestag. 


I was very impressed by the approval of the SPD faction when I gave my report. The 
stronger this support is--the opposition supports us equally--the more important that 
will be for our position in the negotiations. the position of the West. We are not the 
actual negotiating partners, the Americans are. 


[Question] Isn't your government, the present Bonn coalition, in a certain way, a 
prisoner of former wrong assessments’? After all, the $S-20 did not suddenly drop out of 
the sky. Military experts say that this development began in the early seventies. The 
government said here in the Federal Republic for years that everything was working fine 
with the Soviet Union, that we had the treaties and that we would now have happiness, 
peace and pancakes. Suddenly you had to change direction and present a completely 
different picture of the Soviet Union than let us say 4 or 5 years ago--I do not mean you 
personally, but the entire government camp, including the federal chancellor. Now you run 
into conflicts with those parts of public opinion or those political forces which suppor.ed 
you in this optimistic phase. Now you have to tell them: About-face, march; it was not 
what it seemed to be, the Moscow treaties did not solve everything. That is the first 
thing. 


The second question: Doesn't the Soviet Union try to exploit this situation by launching 
a thrust, so to speak, into German public opinion--Mr Arbatov was here recent ly--trying to 
pull the carpet from under you and the Federal Government? Isn't the Soviet Union trying 
to win parts of the SPD, maybe also parts of the leftwing of your party and of German 
public opinion over to a neutralist or special position in NATO, saying that the Federal 
Republic will mediate a bit between Moscow and Washington? 


[Answer] Well, regarding the FDP, there is no need at all for you to worry. 


[Question] They firmly follow you? 


[Answer] Not firmly, but out of conviction. Naturally, the visitors from Moscow to our 
country try to bring the Moscow statements to the attention of the German public. I am 
not certain whether that serves the purpose of those who initiated it. Our discussion 
shows that the Federal Government is not impressed by the attempt to distract attention 
from the issue of the negotiations, namely arms limitation. We will tell our public very 
clearly about the facts of the threat. 
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Regarding your first question, the Federal Government, when it initiated detente policy 

on the threshold of the seventies, never left any doubts that this would be possible only 
together with the West and not by going it alone. I believe that this is a rather important 
realization which is standing its test now in difficult times. 





Second, a realistic detente policy vcresupposes the ability to defend oneself and it 
presupposes a balance. The army report of the alliance, which said the same thing with 
regard to its basic philosophy, was in accordance with our ideas. This explains why 

we continued our defense efforts in the seventies as well, at a time when the United 
States abolished compulsory military service and drastically reduced its defense spending 
wntil 1977. This is why the United States now has a considerable way to catch up. 


You have seen it very realistically, and I beliewe that you do the Federal Covernment an 
injustice by saying that it should have realized this. It was the federal chancellor who 
realized it and alerted the other alliance partners to it. Let us not pretend that the 
issue of nuclear balance is an issue of a nuclear power ratic between the FRC and the 
Soviet Union. This leads us to a position that we don’t have and that we don’t want to 
have. We are not and we do not want to be 4 nuclear country. The United States is the 
country facing the Soviet Union in the nuclear sphere. 


Sut we have always observed European security interests, and this ¢xpla4ins why the 

federal chancellor at the time spoke in London of all places. He used an allied country 
as a rostrum to make the world public aware of what was happening. We decided to implement 
this dual decision, and I would like to say that this dual decision--meaning negotiations 
and counterarmament--which originally was a military, a security policy decision, in my 
view has a political dimension now. The reason is that this decision and its implementation 
will show whether the Western alliance is in a position to enforce a decision which was 
considered necessary. So this is also a challenge to the functioning of the alliance, 

and I think that all those who deal with this decision must be aware of it. Seen this 
way, it is also a test of the West's steadfastness regarding the implementation of its 
policies. 


[Question] By decision you mean the decision on stationing the weapons? 
fAnswer] Yes, as well as on negotiations. 


[Question] Or course, but you do not have to make a decision on negotiations, because 
you said that they will be held anyway. 


[Anwer] Yes. 


[Question] Don't you fear sometimes, Mr Minister, that you are creating a wrong state of 
awareness again by pretending that the reswaption ~{ negotiations alone is enough to create 
certain conditions? Did you make it clear enough what the realistic goal of such negotiations 
might be? I am sure you don't believe that the Soviets will reduce what they have as a 
result of negotiations in Geneva. They will ask for something in return. I wonder how 

the Soviet military superiority that you are talking about could be cut back through 
negotiations alone? 


What reason would the Russians have to cut back their superiority, which to them is an 
extremely effective instrument in the years to come both internally--meaniang, control of 
the bloc--and externally, meaning, pressure on West Europe and the separation of West 
Europe from the United States? Why should they reduce this? Why should they say, do we 
have to do this only because Mr Haig and Mr Genscher tell us to? 
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Mey I edd ancther question? Mr Genscher, what sanctions might we have to make the Russians-- 
i d9 mot want to say, more submissive but--more willing to resume negotiations? Our agree- 
ment with the Americans that you stressed so much is obvious. But the joint statemen: on 
your talks with Haig mentions economic problems in 4 very summary vay only. Does this 
agreesent also hold true for the important field of Zast-West trad> “hich has always been 

a concept of detente policy, for example the German pipe deal with the Soviet Union, 

natural gas imports and so on’? I think this question must be asked in this context. I 
suppose it was a subject of your talks? 


[Anewer] Well, this is a package of questions. Mr Dreher said something very important, 

I think. He said that negotiations alone will not make anyone abandon plans to station 
arms. I refer to an important point of the decision which says that in the light of 
concrete neg tiating results, the West will reconsider its counterarming requirements. 

This means the West has not said that there will be no counterarmament if negotiations 

ate tesumed--that would be the idea of the moratorium proposed by the Soviet Union-- 

but only if there are concrete results. This is very important for the present discussion, 
and we must remind all those who in this discussion believe they can make us pursue 4 
different course. 


But let me answer your question as to what such negotiations can produce. In the past, 

an arte race was often initiated because one side achieved superiority and the other 

side had reason enough to counterarm and to say that there would be negotiations later, 
then there was a military balance and it was much more difficult to reduce armaments. 
Therefore, we have adopted a new philosophy, which means that we negotiate in parallel. 

I must say quite frankly that the responsibility for a reduction to a low level--including 
a lower level than te present Soviet level, Mr Dreher--rests solely with the Soviet Union. 
I want to say this to all those in our country who pretend that we are talking about 
rearmament of the West or the United States. The point is for us to find ways to limit 
the Soviet arms lead. The point also is that we just had to make the counterarming 
decision. 


[Question] But, Mr Genacher, how do we achieve this? 


[Answer] Quite certainly  xot by asking ourselves douwbtfully whenever the Soviets make 

a new statement, whether th* missiles really exist which we know do exist, and the 
existence of which the Scviet Union does not deny, but only through our resolve which makes 
it clear to the Soviet Unio. that we will do waat is <ecessary for our security if it does 
not agree to an arms limitarion in negottation.. 


This has never failed to impress the Soviets. Let me give you an example. The French 
proposed a European disarmament conference, the East advanced a similar proposal. As is 
often the case, the ideas are the same but the contents are different. The French said 
that confidence-building measures should be agreed upon. But, they said, they only make 
sense if these confidence-building measures, like the Helsinki Final Act, cover all of 
Europe from the Atlantic to the Urals. We had a public discussion for a whole year, because 
the East rejected it. In Brezhnev's speech, the Soviet side says--and we have expressly 
welcomed it, so that you cannot say the Brezhnev speech was strongly rejected, because 

we made a difference between positive and less positive aspects--now the Soviet Side says 
that it agrees in principle to confidence-building measures for all of Europe. 





[Question] But it does not say [words indistinct]. 


[Anewer] That has not yet been defined. But, Mr Dreher, we on our part must spare no 
effort to prevent an arms race. If the Soviet Union does not agree to negotiations, if 

it is not prepared to limit its systems, we will implement the counterarming decision. I 
have never left a doubt about that, and we must leave no doubt about it among the public, 
because our people have a right to be informed about the degree of the threat to which we 
are exposed through the SS-20 missiles targeted on West Europe. They must be informed 
about what we will do to use every possibility for negotiations so as to stabilize the 
balance on the lowest possible level. We must make such efforts even if we hold the view, 
Mr Stroehn, that the prospects are not too good. fEven then, it is our duty to use every 
possibility for negotiations. 
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[Question] I have a decisive question now, Mr Genscher. If lunderstood you correctly, 
you just said that if the Soviet Union were not to agree to such negotiations, we would 
implement the counterarming decision. Is this the chronological order? In ~ther words, 
not now? 


[Answer] But we are already implementing it in two ways. Preparations in the Unired 
States for the production of the weapons are underway. This will last wntil the aur an 
of 1983. Im the three West European countries where the weapons will be stationed, that 
is to say, Great Britain, Italy and the Federal Republic, preparations are underway to 
create the conditions fcz stationing them. No, these things are being done. If they 
were not, we would have the woratorium. So I thank you for your question because it gave 
me an opportunity to make this quite clear. 


[Question] Mr Genscher, we have only a few minutes left and should say a word about Poland. 
A word also about economic contacts. 


[Answer] Let me say a word about the joint statement. The U.S. secretary of state and I 
agree that economic relations with the East are 4n important element of East-West 
relations. It means that we both think that trade relations also can be advantageous for 
the shaping of East-West relations, if they constitute an equal value for both sides. 
This was and remains the Western attitude. As for the natural gas deal, the Federal 
Government for some years now has discussed the question very intensely as to what per- 
centage of energy we can import from the East without becoming dependent. We nust 

take the overall energy percentage into account. In this respect, we think we should 
mot go beyond 5 or 6 percent. Then, there is the percentage of specific types of energy, 
natural gas, for instance. In this respect, we think that 30 percent is the extreme but 
acceptable limit, if it comes to the deal. We, including my colleague Lambsdorf{f, also 
said this in the United States. 


But I also said, if we want to guarantee West Europe's ‘-dependence, 

we must not only see the Federal Republic's independence, because the deal is not only 
with us, but also with France and with other states. The supplies are for all of West 
Europe. 1 am worried in this respect. There are states with a much less stable energy 
base than we have, namely, states which do not have the coal resources we have. These 
resources are important for our energy supply, and I hope that some in our country will 
understand at last that the use of nuclear energy for civilian purposes is also a con- 
tribution to our independence. I am surprised to hear the Hamburg governing mayor, Klose, 
recommend that we should build our nuclear powerplants in the GDR where nuclear waste 
disposal is guaranteed by the Soviet Union. He holds the view that we cannot be expected 
to accept nuclear energy which he considers too dangerows here, whereas our fellow 
citizens in the GDR in his view can obviously bear the risk that he himself wants to 
avoid in Hamburg. In addition, he would even (’accept) dependence on the Soviet Union 

in nuclear energy. I can only say that this confusion of thought is such that I ask myself 
whether somebody in such a responsible position shouldn't think twice before making such 
public statements. 


There are two important countries in West Europe with large natural gas resources, Gre’ t 
Britain and Norway. We should talk to these partners. I told our American frion-, 

let us together with France talk to Norway and Great Britain. Perhaps they are pre- 

pared to exploit their natural gas resources sooner and to a larger extent in order to 
strengthen West Europe's independence when it comes to outside energy in general. This 
made a big impression in the United States because they understand that [words indistinct]. 
But I want to make it quite clear that I think 30 percent is the extreme but acceptable 
limit. 
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[Question] Mr Genscher, you will leave for Warsaw in «a few minutes. You are going there 
at a Gelicate time. The Warsaw Pact staff exercises have begun. You will meet partners 
there who are confronted with muy problems. As for our problems, I want to make two 
concrete remarks. How about family rewnification’ Will it be a subject of your talks? 

It is still on the agenda, as yor know, but the Germans there aave limited rights, and this 
would certainly be a point to be discussed by the German foreign minister. [Words 
indistinct] in which way will the Federal Government be able in the future to take care 
of Germans who as in the case of (Rosch) are imprisoned for several years and receive no 
aid, not even consular aid’? Will swch problems be discussed in your talks? 


[Answer] As always during such visits, these subjects will be discussed. Naturally, the 
continuation of family rewnification in accordance with existing agreements is for us an 
essential part of German-Polish relations. You mentioned legal aid. But I think we 

would not do justice to the significance of the visit if we were to focus on this 

problem, important as it is. We want tomakea contribution to the further development 

of German-Polish relations. In our country, interest in Polish developments is particularly 
great. Interest in this respect does not mean interference. This interest in part results 
from a long period of tragic interrelationship of German and Polish history and the 

sincere German will for reconciliation. We hope wholeheartedly that Poland will succeed 

in solving its problems. Since we hope for this and since we maintain utmost restraint, 
we also expect all states which signed the Helsinki Final Act and pledged noninterference 
in the affairs of other states to maintain equal restraint toward events in Poland. 


[Question] Mr Minister, I want to end our discussion with this concluding word which is 
also an appeal, if I understood you correctly. We all wish you much success for your 
talks in Warsaw and naturally also for your talks in Moscow. I thank you and 1 thank ay 
colleagues. Good evening. 


BECKER: LIBYA ROCKETS ‘NOT OF MILITARY CHAXACTER‘ 





LD201258 Hamburg DPA in German 1216 GMT 20 Mir 81 


[Excerpt] Bonn, 20 Mar (DPA)--According to the arn- control office of the West European 
Union, the rockets which are being tested by the German private firm OTRAC in Libya are 
mot of a military character and cannot be used for military purposes. This was stated by 
Government Spokesman Becker at a Bonn nows conference. Becker made it clear that the 
Federal Government has no contact with the firm and is wnable either to confirm or deny 
reports about its activities. However, Bonn watched with concern the possible effect of 
OTRAG’s activities on the Federal Republic's foreign relations. 


BONN REJECTS GDR PROTEST ON SCHOOLBOOKS, MAPS 





LD211656 Hamburg DPA in German 1456 GMT 21 Mar 861 


[Excerpt] Bonn, 21 Mar (DPA)--The Federal Government has rejected a GDR protest against 
the resolution by the conference of educatior ministers of the laender of 12 February, 
according to which maps and schoolbooks will show the frontiers of Germany of 31 December 
1937 and the intra-German frontier as a “frontier of a sp.cial kind.” A Bonn government 
spokesman confirmed on Saturday that Bwald Molét, the permanent GDR representative in 
Bonn, had already conveyed Berlin's protest to Gunter Huonker, sinister of state at the 
Federal Chancellor's Office, on 9 March. ‘uonker, who cited the Federal Republic's 
known legal standpoint concerning Germany as a whole, rejected the protest. 
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GOVERNMENT EXCHANGES GDR ‘SPIES’ FOR FRG PRISOERS 





LD201546 Hamburg DPA in German 1015 GMT 20 Mar 81 


[Text] Bonn, 20 Mar (DPA)--The Federal “overnment has exchanged a number of prominent GDR 


spies held in prisons in the Federal Republic for prisoners from the GDR. The Federal Press 


Office confirmed today that one of the exchanged prisoners was Christel Guillaume, the 
wife of the former chancellor's aide Guenther Guillaume. 


NEW AMBASSADOR TO TOKYO ON EUROPEAN-JAPAN TRADE 





0W220807 Tokyo KYODO in English 0752 GMT 22 Mar 81 


{Text] Bonn, 22 March (KYODO)--Klaus Blech, newly appointed West German ambassador to 
Tokyo, has asked for Japanese cooperation in rectifying trade imbala-ce between Japan and 
Western Europe. 


He stressed that Japanese and European business corporations should expand cooperation, 
especially in technology fields, to solve problems arising from the deluge of Japanese 
products in Europe. However, he insisted his government's basic trade position was to 
oppose trade protectionism, citing West Germany's heavy dependence on free trade. 


Blech mad? the remarks in an interview with KYODO news service. He is scheduled to leave 
for Tokyo early next month to assume his new post. 


STRAUSS PLANS VISITS TO ROMANIA, PAKISTAN 





LD201732 Hamburg DPA in German 1625 GMT 20 Mar 81 


[Excerpt] Munich, 20 Mar (DPA)--Franz-Josef Strauss, Bavarian minister-president and 
chairman of the CSU, will visit the Romanian capital, Bucharest, 26-27 March to open an 
exhibition by the Hanns-Seidel Foundativn which is close to the CSU. The exhibition pre- 
viously had been seen in Moscow. The s’ ate chancellery said today that Strauss is also 
to meet Romania's President Nicolae Ceausescu, whom he last met in January 1980 while on 
a visit to Romania. Strauss will be accompanied by Bavarian Social Minister Fritz Pirkl, 
chairman of the foundation. 


During the last week in April, Strauss is to visit Pakistan. He has several times been 
personally invited by President Ziaul Haq. 


FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE VIEWS FRG-U.S. TIES 





DW200919 Frankfurt FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE in German 20 Mar 81 p 12 
[Commentary signed Rm.: "Understanding and Appreciation") 


[Text] U.S. Secretary of State Haig did not want there to be any speculation about 
Washington having limited confidence in Genscher and in the Government of the Federal 
Republic. Nothing could be less useful at this time for Washington than public friction 
with its most important allies. The critical words of a second-rank White House adviser 
on Bonn's foreign policy did not have a long life. But that is not tantamount to accord 
between Bonn and Washington. Some important details of Bonn's approach to the East-West 
conflict have not received the approval of the Americans but merely their “understanding.” 
The Reagan government is not edified by Bonn's pressing for negotiations with the Soviets 


on arms control at a time when it seems most important to the Americans to first strengthen 


the West again in order to make it able to negotiate. Haig recently pointed out to 
Lambsdorff Washington's reservations vis-a-vis the German-Russian natural gas deal. And 
there is much less belief in Washington than in Bonn that “detente” still exists. In 
this respect, by the way, France is also quite a bit closer to reality. 
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MINISTRY REFUSES COMMENT ON NUCLEAR TEST REPORTS 





NC231032 Paris AFP in English 1020 GMT 23 Mar 81 


[Text] Paris, 23 Mar (AFP)--The French Defence Ministry refused comment on reports from 
New Zealand today of a “probable” underground French nuclear test at Mururoa Atoll in the 
Pacific on March 7. A New Zealand Government scientist said the 2-3 kiloton explosion was 
the first French nuclear test this year. Refusing comment, 2 Defence Ministry spokesman 
said France never confirmed or denied reports of French nuclear tests. 


LE FIGARO VIEWS ELECTION PUBLIC OPINION POLLS 





LD201021 Paris LE FIGARO in French 13 Mar 81 pp 1-2 
[Charles Rebois report: "Giscard d'Estaing Wins Back Two Points") 


[Text] The announcement of Valery Giscard d'Estaing's candidacy has initiated a reversal 
of trends among public opinion. The sixth SOFRES opinion poll has shown this. Two months 
before the second ballot of the presidential election, the outgoing president and Francois 
Mitterrand are neck and neck, both scoring 50 points. Valery Giscard d'Estaing, whose 
February score dropped to 48 percent, has regained 2 points compared with his rival. A 
Similar shift has occurred with respect to the first ballot--Valery Giscard d'Estaing 
scores 29 percent of voting intentions (plus 1), whereas Francois Mitterrand scores 

25 percent, thus showing no progress. Our opinion poll, carried out from 7 through 10 
March, ended at the time when the president-candidate gave a performance on television 
which was deemed remarkable. This means that it will be possible to assess its effects 
only at the time of the next opinion poll. 


It is already possible to observe increased dynamism among the majority, as indicated 
by the scores achieved by its main representatives. And the very notion of majority has 
been given a boost, as shown by the intended transfers of votes between the two ballots. 


Jacques Chirac, who embarked on his campaign in a forceful manner, profiting as much as 
possible from the absence of Giscard d'Estaing as candidate, has further improved his 
socre (plus two) even though, this time, at the expense of Michel Debre and Marie-France 
Garaud. As a result, he appears to be less of a rival to the outgoing president--with 

a 15-percent score, he is still clearly outdistanced by both Valery Ciscard d'Estaing and 
Francois Mitterrand. It would seem difficult to overcome such a handicap, and this 
imparts more urgency to the problem of the transfer of votes in the second ballot. 


We know that, complying with tactical imperatives--he must not demobilize his electorate-- 
the mayor of Paris has refused to state what attitude he will adopt on 10 May. Ask 
Giscard first, he quipped. But since Tuesday, the ball has been in his court again. 

Short of running the risk of appearing as a divider of the majority, he can do no less 
than undertake, like Valery Giscavd d'Estaing, on behalf of his friends and himself, to 
vote for the best placed majority candidate. 


Only 20 percent of people intending to vote for Jacques Chirac now intend to switch their 
votes to Francois Mitterrand in the second ballot, as compared with 25 percent in February, 
whereas 55 percent of Chirac's supporters will apparently vote for Valery Giscard 

d'Estaing (25 percent will abstain). Slowly but surely, it is becoming necessary to 

decide what kind of society you want, as was the case at the time of the 1978 parliamentary 
election. 


Similarly, on the left, unity is being gradually restored irrespective of quarrels among 
leaders. 








VII. 23 Mar 81 K 2 FRANCE 


This is an argument used by the Socialists to entice away some of the Communist 
electorate. It appears that they have scored a few points. Georges Marchais has every 
reason for alarm. Whereas it has generally been forecast that he will gradually 
recover lost ground, he is now only expected to win 16 percent in the first ballot 
(minus 1). 


Even though apparently favorable to his cause, this development among the left has 
confronted Francois Mitterrand with a serious problem. If it were confirmed or 
accelerated, the Socialist candidate would be caught in a double snare. The weight 
of the new votes would be bound to shift him a little more toward the extreme left and 
to erase the reassuring image which he has tried to convey to the centrist electorate 
and even the RPR. An ambiguity would thereby be removed. 


Yet another boobytrap has been set in the form of a maneuver by the PCF leadership which 
asserts, not without reason, that if elected the Socialist candidate would have no 
majority to back him unless he agreed to share power with the Communists. 


Valery Giscard d'Estaing already emphasized this fact Tuesday night. 
Francois Mitterrand hopes to overcome this obstacle by dissolving the National Assembly. 


But, since his freedom of movement would be limited by the majority syst2m, which he 
would be unable to modify beforehand, to ensure the election of more Socialist 

deputies, he would have to negotiate with the PCF which would submit its terms, including 
power sharing, to him. Conclusion: No credible government could be formed without 
Communist participation. 


Francois Mitterrand believes that he can best counter this assertion by stating--as he 
did on Wednesday--that he will govern with the support of the majority which elected 
him. He could have said nothing more likely to be grist to his adversaries’ mill. 


How will the present trend develop in the coming weeks? If forecasts are to be 

believed, Valery Giscard d'Estaing has every chance of being reelected--63 percent of 

the people asked believe that he will win (a 3-percent increase). Even among parties 

of the left, the result is in no doubt. But, as far as preferences are concerned, 
replies have indicated something different. The outgoing president scores only 25 percent 
(a 2-percent drop) as compared with his rival's 29 percent (a 2-percent increase). A 
similar result has been seen with respect to the second--Giscard-Mitterrand--ballot. 


An equally big gap has already been observed on some other occasions. It has tended 
to narrow as the election approached. 


Let us venture an explanation: A need for change is strongly felt in these times of 
economic crisis, but no valid alternative can be perceived in this sphere either. 


If you further analyze the wishes expressed, you will realize that they are governed 
by partisan preferences. You will observe in addition that, in tse event of a Giscard- 
Mitterrand contest, 67 percent of RPR supporters would want to see Valery Giscard 
d'Estaing elected and that 69 percent of Communists would like Francois Mitterrand to 
win. This information is interesting inasmuch as it indicates that trensfers of votes 
between the left and the majority could counterbalance each others. 


The debate has now been clarified, the more completely because our opinion poll has 
revealed made up their minds and that they will not change them by the time of the 
election. This means that the public sees itself as increasingly involved in the 
contest. This no longer applies merely to the Communist electorate. Except for 
nuances, the same kind of determination can be observed among supporters of the other 
parties. 
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However, interest in the election has not increased in the same proportion--37 percent 

of the people interviewed still assert that they are not interested in the election. 

The mediocrity of the polemi~s which preceded the main leaders’ entering the lists 
justifies a reserve more noticcable among the majority than among the opposition. This 
feeling has further been strengthened by the French people's deep-seated skepticism; 59 
percent of them believe that the presidential election result will not bring any great 
change. This assessment is hard on those candidates who promise free beer tomorrow. All 
things considered, doesn't this show that people have realized the gravity of the economic 
crisis? 


USSR GRAIN DEAL TESTS ‘FRAGILE’ PARIS-BONN AXIS 





LD201421 Paris FRANCE-SOIR in French 20 Mar 81 pp 1, 6 
{Report: "The Germans Do Not Want France To Sell 600,000 Tons of Wheat to the USSR") 


[Text] As recently as last Sunday, President Giscard d'Estaing and Chancellor Helmut 
Schmidt, dining like old friends in an Alsace restaurant, testified to the strength 
of French-German understanding. 


Now, quite unexpectedly, 3 days later, that fine understanding so often held up as an 
example has suddenly been upset. In the space of a few hours on Wednesday, the 
atmosphere between Paris and Bonn became extremely tense. 


What was the reason for this sudden change? It was a question of wheat. Before the 
beginning of tiie 1981 campaign, France, which is the biggest EEC grain producer, wants 
to offload its surplus from the previous season, in other words 1.2 million tons of wheat. 


It would be a straightforward matter if that precious grain had not been raised to the 
rank of a political weapon since the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, thanks to the embargo 
decreed by former U.S. President Jimmy Carter and confirmed by Reagan. Following that 
decision, the EEC member countries, while not completely stopping their grain supplies 

to the USSR, pledged not to act as substitutes for the United States to make good the 
USSR's grain deficit. 


France, which claims still to be attached to this Community pledge, nonetheless wishes 
to offload its grain stocks. Now the only potential client prepared to take half of 

it is precisely the USSR. In keeping with Community procedures, therefore, Paris 

asked its partners for permission to export 600,000 tons of wheat to the Soviet Union 

but has not succeeded in obtaining the desired go-ahead. The Ten foreign ministers, to 
whom the question had been submitted, decided at a meeting in Brussels on Tuesday 

to allow the European Commission to decide, since it alone has the authority to authorize 
grain exports outside the Community. The Commission is to give its verdict today on 
whether it is appropriate to accede to the French request. 


Treachery 


Things would have gone no further if the FRG Government had not broken its silence on 
Wednesday and publicly announced that it will oppose the French plan unless the United 
States gives its agreement. To justify this sudden intervention, Bonn says it wishes 
to prevent the transaction from sparking off “pointless conflict with Washington." 


The French reaction was not long in coming. The German stance is payticularly unacceptable, 
authorized circles indicated a few hours later, since many countries, including the 

FRG, have not strictly adhered to the nonsubstitution agreements reached with Washington. 
Paris had no hesitation in indicating that the West German millers were quick to supply 
800,000 tons of flour to the USSR in 1980, explaining, to gap their treachery, that the 
flour was made from wheat bought from the Americans. Whatever repercussions this affair 

has in the next few days at Community level and at bilateral French-German level, the 
incident to say **@ least raises questions about the strength of the Paris-Bonn duo, 

which is show ag surprising fragility in this case. 
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LIRA DEVALUSD BY SIX PERCENT; BANK RATE RAISED 





AU230955 Rc-z2 ANSA in ‘nelish 0830 GMT 23 Mar 861 


[Excerpts] Rome, 23 Mar (ANSA)--The Rome governmen: has devalued the lire six percent 
in the European Monetary System (EMS) in an extreme attempt to cope with the crisis 
afflicting the Italian economy. 


The move came along with the two other drastic steps, a two-and-a-half point hike in the 
bank rate (bringing it from 16.5 to 19 percent) and an increase f-om 15.75 to twenty 
percent of the mandatory reserves that the banks must hoJd. 


The six percent devaluation of the lire has been approved by the European Ten's Council 
of Economic .nad Finance Ministers, a Treasury Ministry communique disclosed last night. 

"The re-alignment of the lira's parity,” the statement added, “will return the necessary 
manuevering leeway to the Bank of Italy so that it may make the most effective possible 

utilization of currency reserves for the protection of the lira's exchange rate.” 


The Italian lira has been sinking under heavy pressures on exchange markets in recent 
months because of three main fact..s, a persistently high inflation rate (more than 20 
percent a year), an enormous balance of payments deficit and a growing trade deficit. 

The country's balance of payments showed a 6.4 billion dollar (6,445 billion lire) deficit 
at the end of 1980. Business during the first twomonths of the new year did not help the 
situation, adding 2.15 billion dollars (2,146 billion lire) onto that figure. 


The deficit chalked up in February alone broke all previous records--1,614 billion lire. 
The trade balance (the difference between imports and exports) was in the red by 18.5 
billion dollars (18,665 billion lire) at the end of 1980. By the end of January, that 
deficit had grown by another 1.5 billion dollars (1,497 billion lire). 


The lira’s re-alignment with respect to other EMS currencies will automatically change its 
parity. As of today, the italian currency’s fluctuation margin in the system will be 
lowered six percent. 


The three measures launched by the government Sunday night were part of a broader three- 
year economic package, which includes measures to cut the public deficit and curb civil 
service wages. 


PLO'S QADDUMI ON TALKS WITH CASAROLI, COLOMBO 





AU201929 Rome ANSA in English 1915 GMT 20 Mar 81 


[Text] Rome, 20 Mar (ANSA)--Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) Diplomatic Chief 
Farug Qaddumi said today that there is no doubt that the Vatican ‘as a position of 
solidarity with the Palestinian people fighting for their liberation. Qaddumi made the 
statement in a press conference here in reference to his meeting Wednesday evening 

at the Vatican with the secretary of state Cardinal Casaroli. 


Qaddumi also voiced [word indistinct] for his talks yesterday with Italian Foreign 
Minister Emilio Colombo who assured him, Qaddumi added, that Italy will make every 
positive effort within the European Economic Community (EEC) to take steps leading to 

a solution of the Palestinian problem. Qaddumi also said he spoke with Colombo of 
official recognition of the PLO by the Italian Government “which would be a very important 
fact which would contribute to the success of the just struggle of the Palestinian people.” 
The PLO leader disclosed that he was given assurances that “this issue will be examined 


soon. 


Colombo and Qaddumi also reviewed international problems in general. 
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With resvect to the position of the Vatican, whose doors were opened by the mediation of 
Msgr Hilarion Capucci, Qaddumi indicated, the PLO's number-two man said that “the role of 
the Holy See and especially of the pope, could be very important" for “the moral, 
religious and therefore political weight” he has on the nations and peoples of the 
region. He added that Cardinal Casaroli is very interested in finding a political 
solution to the problen. 


The Palestinian leader said that the clear way in which the Vatican condemned Israel's 
annexation of Jerusalem “is very important.” He disclosed that he reiterated the PLO's 
opposition to the “internationalizatioi” of Jerusalem. 


"The problem of the Holy City must not be separated from the Palestinian problem as a 
whole,” he said. 


The PLO foreign minister also confirmed tiat Pope John Paul II has been invited to visit 
Palestinian refugee camps. 


Asked about two Italian journalists who disappeared a few months ago in Lebanon, Qaddumi 
said that thus far searches by the PLO and Lebanese authorities nave not turned anything 


up. 
Qaddumi Leaves for Malta 
AU211535 Rome ANSA in English 1525 GMT 21 Mar 81 


[Text] Rome, Mar 21 (ANSA)--Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) Diplomatic Chief 
Faruq Qaddumi said today his talks with Italian Foreign Minister Emilio Colombo were 
“precious and fruitful in strengthening friendly relations between Iraly and the PLO." 
The PLO foreign minister made the statement shortly before leaving Rome for Malta. 


During his three-day visit, Qaddumi met Italian Interior Minister Virginio Rognoni and 
the Vatican Secretary of State Cardinal Agostino Casaroli, in addition to Colombo. 


The PLO diplomatic chief also voiced the hope that the PLO will soon be recognized as 
“the only legitimate representative of the Palestinian people.” 


The number two man of the PLO went on to define the policy of the new American administration 
in the Middle East “certainly not encouraging and it does not favor peace in the region.” 


He said his talk with Cardinal Casaroli was “positive.” They spoke about the Middle 
East and the problem of Jerusalem in particular. “The Vatican secretary of state expressed 
his sympathy for the struggle and cause of the Palestinian people," Yaddumi added. 


In Malta, the PLO leader will meet with government authorities. On Monday he will be 
in Tunis where he will attend, as duty chairman, the Council of the League of Arab States. 


PRESIDENT TO PAY STATE VISIT TO PORTUGAL IN APRIL 





LD202242 Rome Domestic Service in Italian 1800 GMT 20 Mar 81 


[Text] At the invitation of President Antonio Ramalho Eanes, the president of the 
republic, Sandro Pertini, will pay a state visit to Portugal from 5 to 7 April. 
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ARMY COLONEL ATTACKED, KILLED IN PAMPLONA 





NC212032 Paris AFP in English 2015 GMT 21 Mar 81 


[Text] Pamplona, north Spain, 21 Mar (AFP)--A Spanish Army colonel was attacked and 
killed here tovay, hours after another colonel died of gunshot wounds from an attack 
on Thursday, police announced. 


The second victim was not immediately named, and no one claimed responsibility for the 
murder. 


Earlier today, the death was announced of Artillery Colonel Ramon Romero who was gunned 
down in the northwest city of Bilbao. The military wing of the Basque separatist move- 
ment Basque Fatherland and Liberty [ETA] claimed responsibility for that assassination. 


Police later identified the officer slain today as retired provincial Police Chief Jose 
Luis Prieto Garcia, a 62-year-old lieutenant colonel. 


They said he was hit by two bullets, in the neck and ear. The assassins were described 
as two young people, a man and woman, who escaped. 


They shot Celowel Prieto Garcia outside a church, eye-witnesses said. He was with his 
wife and several of his seven children. 


Ministry Advises Calm 
LD212314 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 2200 GMT 21 Mar 81 


[Text] The Information and Public Relations Office of the Ministry of Defense says, in 
connect ‘on with the attacks which have resulted in the death of Leiutenant Colonel Romero 
Rotaeche wd Lieutenant Colonel Prieto Garcia, murdered in Bilbco and Pamplona, respec- 
tively: 


Unfortunately what this ministry announced on Thursday following the meeting between the 
minister of defense with the Joint Chiefs of Staff has been confirmed--the resurgence of 
terrorist violence by ETA in an attempt to try to take advantage of the shock suffered by 
Spanish society as a result of the events of 23-24 February, with the aim of frightening 
the whole community, provoking the armed forces, making the task of government as diffi- 
cult as possible and destabilizing the system. 


The Ministry of Defense and the Joint Chiefs of Staff honourably assure all Spaniards that 
the armed forces will not allow themselves to be emotionally carried away by maneuvers 
which are as crude as they are brutal and bloody, and hope that at the same time this 
attitude by those who feel the terrorist claw lashing at their own bodies will serve as 
an example for the whole of society to remain calm in the face of this resurgence of ETA 
subversion. 


Prime Minister Calls Meeting 
LD221448 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1300 GMT 22 Mar 81 


[Excerpt] We have a note from the Secretariat of State for Information which reads as follows: 
The prime minister called the ministers of foreign affairs, defense, interior, justice, terri- 
torial administration and the minister at the prime minister's office to his official office 
this morning. During the meeting, the situation following the latest events in the Basque 
country and Navarre was examined. It was agreed that the implementation of measures agreed 
upon recently to draw up an overall plan of new organizational measures and guidelines to 
reinforce the antiterrorist struggle should be accelerated. It was also agreed upon to call 
for the active collaboration of the political and social forces. The meeting will continue 
tomorrow evening. This is the official note. 


The minister of justice told us at the end of the meeting, which concluded at about 1315, that 
the meeting had been serious, both in terms of the subject and the content. Sr Fernandez 
Ordonez does not know whether a cabinet meeting will be called before Friday. The minister of 
defense, meanwhile, left the meeting around 1100 this morning. It is thought he left to attend 
the funeral in Bilbao today of Lieutenant Colonel Romero Rotaeche. 
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DEFENSE MINISTER ISSUES WARN/"G ON CRUISE MISSILES 





LD211342 Stockholm Domestic Service in Swedish 1130 GMT 21 Mar 81 


[Text] Defense Minister Erik Kronmark said today that if Sweden's neutrality is violated 
by so-called cruise missiles flying over Swedish territory, Sweden will immediately resist 
the missiles. According to Kronmark, the Swedish Air Force, the antiaircraft defense and 
the tactical control system give us a good chance to discover and combat cruise missiles, 
even if several of these missiles were to violate Swedish territory simultaneously. 


NAVY WANTS IMPROVED SUBMARINE HUNT POTENTIAL 





LD201125 Stockholm SVENSKA DACBLADET in Swedish 17 Mar 81 p 6 
{Erik Liden report] 


[Text] Radio traffic to Warsaw Pact submarines in the Baltic increased by 400 percent 
during the submarine hunt in the “tockholm archipelago last fall. There were probably two 
different foreign submarines wi . which the Swedish defense forces came in contact during 
the search. 


For the navy to have a reasonable chance of forcing foreign submarines to the surface when 
they are within Swedish limits more modern equipment is required. 


This was stated by Navy Chief Per Rudberg on Monday [16 March] when he discussed the 
contents of a study he carried out on instructions from Swedish Commander in Chief 
Lennart Lung after the submarine incident in September-October last year which attracted 
much attention. The navy then had contact with foreign submarines for a little over 2 
weeks without being able to force them to the surface. 


It was probably two different submarines operating in Swedish waters. According to the 
navy's experts one of them navigated extremely skillfully and avoided the Swedish heli- 
copter search. In addition, electronic devices housed in tubes were also used and these 
misled the sonar search. 


Never before had a submarine remained so near to the Swedish coast for such a long time. 
Radio traffic to the Warsaw Pact countries’ submarines in the Baltic also increased during 
the period by 400 percent, according to the measurements made by various intelligence 
bodies within the Swedish defense forces. 


The navy chief now wants money to buy better equipment aad more helicopters. Last fall 
the navy did not have the resources for continuous surveillance of the surface by 
helicopters. One proposal is tat the air force's 10 Vertol helicopters be transferred to 
the navy and equipped for submarine hunts. This could happen when the air force biys new 
rescue helicopters. 


Then there would be 20 helicopters available for submarine hunts against 7 to 10 today. 
More ship-mounted hydrophones, buoys with active and passive hydrophones, fixed magnetic 
coils, and laser and infrared instruments are some of the other proposals which Per 
Rudberg submitted to the commander in chief. 


The construction of miniature depth charges, which SVENSKA DAGBLADET reported, is also 
part of the navy's new submarine hunt arsenal. It damages propellers and steering equip- 
ment so that the submarine has to come to the surface. 
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NIGERIAN PRESIDENT DISCUSSES TALKS WITH THATCHER 





LD201426 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1206 GMT 20 Mar 81 


[Text] President Shagari of Nigeria has failed to persuade Mrs Thatcher that economic 
sanctions against South Africa are the only way to end apartheid without bloodshed. 


President Shagari, ending a state visit to Britain today, pledged that Nigeria will do 
everything in its power to end “the evil system of apartheid,” including a readiness 
to help freedom fighters in Southern Africa. 


He said: “Mrs Thatcher is well aware of our stand. We tried, through our discussions, 
to present our point of view. 


"Mrs Thatcher also tried te express her own point of view concerning a peaceful solution. 
We came to a position where the British Government realised it is important to cooperate 
with African countries and see their point of view. They are quite prepared to do so. 
The British have their own allies. It is their task to discuss among themselves to see 
if it is not wiser to accept that sanctions will be effective. Mrs Thatcher still nurses 
the hope that she will be able to persuade South Africa to agree to talks and negotia- 
tions. If she can do that, well and good. She has great hopes. I wish her luck.” 





President Shagari pointed out that economic sanctions against Rhodesia lad failed 
“because of the connivance of the same people now." But he stressed that Zimbabwe 
triumphed in the end, even though there had to be an armed struggle. 


The president accused the Western powers of defying world opinion in supplying arms to 
racists. They also used their position at the U.N. to stop demands for sanctions 
“which is the only effective way of ending a system of apartheid without bloodshed." 


He went on: “South Africa and its supporters have not learned the most important lesson 
from history--the will of oppressed people will triumph in the end." 


The president also indicated that Nigeria did not look favourably on the decision of the 
Irish Rugby Union authorities to send a touring team to South Africa. “Any sporting 
organisation going to South Africa is running the risk of losing the goodwill of African 
countries," he said. 


President Shagari invited more British involvement in Nigeria's next five-year develop- 
ment plan. He emphasised that his government had tried to create a favourable climate 
for foreign investment. A number of changes had been made in procedures to meet con- 
plaints by prospective investors about delays in processing applications for the es- 
tablishment of industries. 


BELIZE INDEPENDENCE TO BE DETAILED 6 APRIL 





FL201901 Bridgetwwn CANA in English 1425 GMT 20 Mar 81 


[Text] London, 20 Mar (CANA-REUTER)--A constitutional conference to fix the details of 
independence for the British colony of Belize later this year will open here on April 6, 
a Foreign Office minister said today. 


Minister of State Nicholas Ridley, who gave the date in repiy to a parliamentary question, 
headed the British negotiating team which this month reached a settlement with Guatemala 
whereby Belize's Central American neighbor dropped a century-old claim to the territory. 
Gutaemala accepted in exchange a settlement package which includes navigation rights, 

free port facilities and a pledge of future joint development projects with Belize. 

Mr Ridley said negotiations with Guatemala to prepare a treaty or treaties on the basis 
of this sonth's settlement will begin on May 20. The venue is yet to be fixed. Belize, 
formerly British Honduras, was granted internal self-government in 1964 but Britain 
retained sovereignty and has maintained a force of 1,700 troops in the colony pending 

@ settlement with Guatemala. 
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KHARAVYI: U.S., NATO WANT CYPRUS ISSUE UNRESOLVED 





NC210657 Nicosia KHARAVYI in Greek 21 Mar 81 p 3 
[From the "Views and Comments” column: "Mr Haig Is Revealing: ] 


[Text] Mr Haig's recent statement reveals the U.S. intentions about the Cyprus problen. 
The U.S. secretary of state is hopeful that a way would be found "for some progress” 

in the years ahead. This statement is interpreted as follows: The U.S. and NATO want 
the Cyprus problem unresolved; they favor the continuation and consolidation of the 
faits accomplis that resulted from the invasion wxtil a de facto “solution” of the 
problem is imposed, a solutirn that would be based on Western interests and goals. 

Mr Haig said: “The Cyprus problem is a problem for which a decision regarding its 
solution has to come first and foremost from the parties themselves." What is the inter- 
pretation of this? Washington does not intend to pressure its NATOite ally, Turkey, to 
withdraw its troops from Cyprus and to contribute toward a fair settlement. Thus, 

Mr Haig leaves the solution of the Cyprus problem to the whims of Turkey, stirs up 

its intransigence and gives it the green iight to behave arrogantly and to foil every 
effort for an agreed and mutually acceptable settlement. 


Thus, Washington is not eager for a solution to the Cyprus problem, a problem of invasion, 
occupation and flagrant violation of all rules of international law, a problem which is 
the result of Washington's own criminal incitement and involvement. The presence of 
Turkish troops and the de facto partition of Cyprus serve its interests. It expects 

that gradually partition will be consolidated and then it would be easy for the im- 
perialists to lay a hand on the island. Nor does the United States feel morally obligated 
to put pressure on their protege, Turkey, which is grossly violating all tuman rights in 
Cyprus. The U.S. “sensitivity” is solely about problems concerning which it has no right 
to interfere. In the case of Afghanistan, where the legitimate government asked for 

and received assistance from an allied country in accordance with international lav, 
Washington created an unprecedented furor. It gets exasperated, it makes threats and 
demands immediate solutions. In the case of Cyprus where, if it wanted to, it could 
force the Turkish troops to withdraw in a matter of few days, the United States merely 
confines itself to hope for “some progress in the years ahead" and to encourage 
occupation. The clarification of U.S. intentions toward Cyprus by Mr Haig stresses the 
need for the convocation of an international conference on the international aspects 

of the Cyprus problem. This conference should be held within the UN framework and should 
pressure Turkey to abandon its U.S.-guided intransigence. 





Settlement Seen Vital 
NC220935 Nicosia KHARAVYI in Greek 22 Mar 81 p 3 
[From the "Views and Commen's" column: “The Greek-Turkish Relations] 


[Text] Tollowing the conclusion of the talks between Roussos and Gurun, the Foreign 
Ministry secretaries general of Greece and Turkey, it was stated that "This is the first 
time that the secretaries general agree on so many points and this is very gratifying.” 
Indeed, understanding on so many controversial issues and reduction in tension in Greek- 
Turkish relations can only be a positive and pleasant development. The relations of good 
neighborliness between the two countries, that were founded by Venizelos and Ataturk, 
constitute an important factor for peace, detente and cooperation in the Balkans and 
Europe. However, we do not fail to notice that the Greek-Turkish talks are actually 
being held under the U.S.-NATO umbrella. 
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And as U.S. Secretary of State Haig cynically stated the other day, Washington views the 
improvement of Greek-Turkish relations solely as a factor that would promote Washin~con's 
own interests. “Good” relations between countries that are based on the promotic. of 
interests of a bloc can only be artificial and to some extent they are directed against 
other countries. 


On the other hand, it ‘s well-known to all that the cause for the disturbance of Creek- 
Turkish relations is in the Turkish invasion and occupation of Cyprus. So long as this 
cause exists, the problem cannot be settled. So long as the Cyprus problem exists 

and the faits accomplis of the invasion are preserved, there cannot be really good relations 
between Greece and Turkey, nor peace, stability or security in the eastern Mediterranean. 

If Greece wants to place its relations with Turkey on healthy foundations, it must utilize 
its contacts with this country in order to bend Ankara‘'s intransigence on the Cyprus problem 
and to bring about a fair, peaceful and viable solution based on the summit agreements and 
the UN resclutions. Moreover, the two countries have guaranteed the independence of Cyprus, 
they are deeply involved in our problem and they cannot disregard their commitments and 
responsibilities. Thus, for the benefit of Cyprus, for the benefit of the people of Greece 
and Turkey, for the benefit cf peace and security in the Balkans and the eastern Mediterranean, 
the improvement of Creek-Turkish relations must be achieved on this basis and must be focused 
on this goal. 


AKEL LEADER COMMENTS ON BREZHNEV PROPOSALS 





NC21221¢ Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 2000 GMT 21 Mar 81 


[Text] AKEL [Progressive Party of the Working People] Secretary General Papaioannou tonight 
addressed an AKEL mass meeting in Paphos and reiterated the party's goal to be elected the 
first party in the new House of Representatives with a considerable majority over the second 
party. 


Papaioannou insisted on the line laid down by the ministerial and national councils in 
February and March 1977, and mentioned that the Cyprus issue could be resolved much easier 
in an atmosphere created by the acceptance of the latest proposals of Soviet President 
Brezhnev for measures toward detente and mutual confidence. 


Papaioannou said AKEL's domestic policy aims at a radical change, which he then analyzed. 
Among other things, he mentioned the party supports a purge and cleansing of the state 
apparatus and the security forces; an investigation of economic scandals and exemplary 
punishment of those guilty; protection of trade unionism; and the conduct of sunicipal 
and communal elections as well as elections for school committees and school boards. 


He also said AKEL supports a public investigation based on the declaration of the origin 
of personal income, a more just distribution of taxation burdens and the national income, 
a free education, free medical and medicinal assistance, and the establishment of a 
university. 


In conclusion, Papaioannou stressed that AKEL will publicly denounce any active intervention 
by state services in support of anyone during the election struggle. 


CURFEW IMPOSED FOR CENSUS TAKING IN NORTH 





TA220600 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 0500 GMT 22 Mar 81 


[Excerpt] A general census will be held in the Turkish Federated State of Cyprus today 
with the goal of preparing the permanent voting lists. A curfew has been imposed in the 
Federated State as of 0500 this morning in order to carry out the census. The curfew will 
be lifted at 1800 today. 
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COVERNMENT REPORTS ON COMMUNIQUE FROM ANKARA TALKS 





NC211720 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1230 GMT 21 Mar 61 


[Text] The joint communique on the Greek, Turkish Foreign Ministry secretary generals 
talks held in Ankara was simultaneously released in both capitals at noon today. The 
communique says that the discussions that the two secretary generals, Ambassadors Roussos 
and Gurun, had were cordial and constructive. The talks covered the issued over Aegean 
airspace, delineation of the Aegean continental shelf and bilateral cultural issues, as 
well as issues on minorities. 


On the Aegean airspace, it is reported that the two sides agreed on a number of recom- 
mendations that will be submitted ‘o the Greek and Turkish Governments. At the same 

time, it was agreed that both countries’ air traffic control services will exchange 
information every 2 months on the flights in the air corridors between the control centers 
of Athens and Istanbul. 


The two secretary generals also discussed the demarcation of the Aegean continental 
shelf, with a view to finding a common basis that will facilitate a settlement of the 
issue. The two sides agreed upon a schedule for bilateral cultural relations, which 
the mixed Creek-Turkich cultural committee will primarily deal with. The decision to 
revive this committee was made by the Greek and Turkish foreign ministers during their 
meeting in Brussels in December. The next meeting of the two secretary generals will 
be held in Athens at a date that will be fixed through diplomatic channels. 


I KATHIMERINI Report 
NC212207 Athens I KATHIMERINI in Greek 21 Mar 81 p 1 


[Excerpts] For the first time the Greek-Turkish talks, between secretaries general of 
the Greek and Turkish Foreign Ministries Roussos and Gurun, respectively, which ended 
yesterday, have been described as successful both in Turkey and in Greece. In state- 
ments to representatives of the press accompanying the prime minister on his Crete tour, 
Foreign Minister Mitsotakis described these talks as a success, even stressing they were 
conducted without a daily agenda. The basic issues discussed, the foreign minister 
stated, were the Aegean airspace and continental shelf. Questions related to the estab- 
lishment of a climate of confidence between the two countries were a'so discussed. 

There was no basic discussion of the question of disarmament of the Aegean islands, 

with Turkey simply presenting its own views on the issue. 


In another statement on the questionof Greek-U.S. talks, Mitsotakis said the tempo of 
negotiations on the base question is fast, without this meaning either optimism or 
pessimism for their outcome. Since, however, the agreement in question will have to be 
discussed by the Chamber of Deputies plenum, the time available is additionally curtailed 
because of Easter. After Easter and until the summer recess, the Chamber's plenum will 
heve both a limited number of meetings as well as a heavy load of legislative work, 

u.aich also includes ratification of the law on the election of European deputies. 


In respect to a possible visit to Greece by U.S. Secretary of State Alexander Haig, on 
the occasion of his Middle East and European tour in April, Mitsotakis said there is no 
information. If anything of this nature transpires, he said, it will be announced. 


MANEUVERS WITH U.S. UNITS, TO BE HELD 27 MAR-2 APR 





NC211728 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1230 GMT 21 Mar 81 


[Text] The National Defense Ministry has announced that in the area of Vatika [Neapolis], 
Lakonias, a U.S. Marine unit and supporting units will hold landing maneuvers between 
27 March and 2 April. 
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Greek naval wnits will aleo participate at the maneuvers to familiarize themrelwes in 
the use of modern amphibious wnits. Greek officers of the three branches of the armed 
forces will follow the maneuvers as observers in order to receive briefings on the tac- 
tics and techniques of using the modern equipment with which Greece has been supplied. 
No units of other countries will participate in the maneuvers. 


KKE Comment 
NC211842 Athens RIZOSPASTIS in Greek 21 Mar 81 p 1 


[Excerpts] The U.S. military is aout to hold new landing maneuvers in our cowntry. As 
the National Defense Ministry has announced, Greek units will also participate in the 
exercises, which will be held from 27 March to 2 April at Vatika [Neapolis], Lakonias, 
where similar operations have repeatedly been held. A pretext for the Creek troops’ 
participation in this U.S. provocation is that they will “participate in the exercise” 
and be “briefed” on modern amphibious military operations. 


In a public statement, the KKE Central Committee press office points out the provocative 
character of the exercises that promote “the control of the country’s armed forces by the 
Americans and lowers the national dignity of the officers and the people's mobilized 
children.” 


The text of the KKE Central Committee press office statement reads: 


“The U.S. exercises, whether they are held with the government's permission or not, like 
in Drama, clearly show that our country has become the arena of U.S. maneuvers and 
provocations to our neighbor states. Under the label that the Greek military white will 
participate in the exercise, the control of owr country’s armed forces by the Americans 
is promoted and simultaneously the national dignity of the officers and that of the 
people's mobilized children is lowered. 


“Our people know very well from recent experiences the dangers that this situation brings 
to our national defense, our country’s national independence and the people's freedom.” 


The visit by the U.S. militarists, who, from tomorrow and for 3 more days, will be in 
our country, should be placed in the same context. These militarists ate a delegation 
of the U.S. War College comprising 13 students. During their stay here, they will wisit 
the National Defense General Staff and will be briefed on owr country’s foreign, economic 
and defense policies. 


NEWSPAPER CRITICIZES HAIG ON MILITARY ALLOCATIONS 





NC201744 Athens RIZOSPASTIS in Greek 20 Mar 81 p 2 
[From the “Radical” column: “Haig's Fears”™] 


[Text] The U.S. secretary of state has asked Congress to approve greater military aid 
allocations for Greece and Turkey in 1982, because he considers two countries a “defense 
wnity” and a necessary bridgehead for the United States against the USSR and the other 
socialist states as well as the Arab countries in the region. In trying to convince 
Congress of the necessity of the allocation, Haig burst owt into a violent fit of rumor- 
mongering and slanderously abused the Soviet Union. This shows, in the least, a lack 

of responsibility and serioweness for his rank. However, Haig was sincere in certain 

of his arguments. In order to dispel the possible hesitation of certain congresemen, 

in his written report Haig reminded them not to forget that U.S. military aid is one of 
the foreign policy tools for promoting U.S. inflwence in these countries (editor's 

note: Gunboat diplomacy in its current form). 








VII. 23 Mar 81 $3 


Of course, the one who abuses and slanders is not as strong as be thinks. At the same 
time, finding itself at the dead enc where its insane cold war policy has led it, the 
U.S. leadership is Cemonstrating the bestial fear it has about the future of imperialisn. 
By comparing terrorists with people struggling for their freedom and their deliverance 
from the stern tyranny and the exploitation of the U.S. monopolies, Hcig did not confine 
himself to the slanders agains the USSR and the other socialist countries, that..."train 
terrorists”! He expressed his fear that if “this international bleeding is not put under 
control--he meant El Salwador--we shall find this bleeding at our borders tomorrow.” 
Honestly, the reaction of greater numbers of people and personalities is becoming more 
evident in America itself against the cold war policy of Reagan's administration. What 
is strange, however, is that our government is pretending that it does not understand 
the aims and goals of our “allies” and proceeds in signing the bases agreements in order 
to supposedly protect our country from the...danger from the north. 


RALLIS DISCUSSES FOREIGN POLICY IN CRETE SPEECH 





NC220874 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 2200 GMT 21 Mar 81 
[“Excerpt” of 21 March address by Greek Prime Minister Rallis at Khania, Crete--recorded] 


[Excerpte! Venizelos, however, adjusted his foreign policy to international develop- 
ments with flexibility without any dogmatism. Venizelos’ policy was based on three 
points: 1. Placing Greece diplomatically and militarily on the side of western demo- 
cracies; 2. Guaranteeing a permanent basis for cooperation with Turkey; 3. Establish- 
ment of Greek relations with the Balkan countries. 


It is this policy of Venizelos, adjusted to the facts of our times, which is continued 
by New Democracy. This is a policy which we believe [applause] serves our national 
snterests and for which we continually receive attacks from the opposition, whether this 
is from PASOK or the leftwing. [confused applause with shouts of “change” in the back- 
ground | 


However, the inspirer [Venizelos] of this policy was the progressive leader of his time. 
Those who today appear as progressive continuers of his work are, by contrast, those who 
deny his work. They are the ones who ridicule our own devotion toward the democratic 
West. They are the ones who declare that when they attain authority they will change 
Greek foreign policy, and who sometimes dream of luminous isolation, and sometimes of 
our partnership with regimes of the Third World where parliamentary democracy, in which 
we do believe, does not function in the majority of the countries. At other times, some 
of these opponents of ours timidly propose we should abandon the West in favor of the 
East. 


As for PASOK, the foreign policy it purposes belongs to the sphere of utopia. It talks 
of an independent and nonaligned policy. It often q.otes the Yugoslavian type, at 
other times the Libyan type and often the Swedish model. It ignores, or it pretends to 
ignore, the difference between the geographic political and economic conditions in these 
countries and those of Greece. It also ignores the international expedienci+s which 
allow these countries to conduct different types of nonaligned foreign policy and, 
between ourselves, not always with much success. [long applause] 


We are particularly and exceptionally sensitive about the question of our relations with 
Turkey. The left opposition exploits, with excessive lack of responsibility, this 
sensitivity and it proposes an intransigent position. Such a position, however, can only 
lead to a dead end or to a dynamic confrontation. We insist on solutions dictated by 
wisdom, which are offered by diplomacy and dictated by the national interest. On the 
question of establishing limits of responsibility in Aegean airspace, we pursued the 
process of dialogue and negotiation. 
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We believe that developments which have taken place will permit the eradication of the 
causes for friction without endangering our national interest to the slightest degree and 
without touching upon our national rights. On the question of the demarcation of the con- 
tinental sheif, we believe that international law and international practice are the most 
correct course for a just and logical settlement. [prolonged applause] 


TO VIMA: LIBYA APPLIES PRESSURE WITH OIL SUPPLY 





NC211819 Athens TO VIMA in Greek 21 Mar 81 p 1 


[Text] Complications over Libyan oil shipments to Greece are beginning to gain broader 
dimensions because, although unofficially, the Libyan Government now clearly appears to 

be admitting that the "delays" are not accidental but are primarily owing to a certain 
“disturbance” in relations between the two countries arising fromthe fact that the Greek 
Government handed a fugitive Libyan pilot over to the United Nations instead of to the 
authorities of his own fatherland, as well as from the visit of Greek Agriculture Minister 
Athanasios Kanellopoulos to Israel. 


The Greek Foreign Ministry is currently dealing with the issue with particular attention. 
Authoritative sources hope that the demarches now in hand will overcome existing obstacles 
and that in the end the loading of two waiting ships will be completed. The Soviet Union 

is also getting involved in the whole issue, because one of the two oil shipments earmarked 
for delivery was purchased by Greece from the USSR but was being shipped via Libya. 


The Libyan Government, in the meantime, has informed the Greek Government that the pilot 
whe was handed over to the UN High Commission on Refugees is a “criminal under the common 
criminal code" and that relevant documents proving this are about to be forwarded. These 
documents, however, have not been presented and the relevant allegations by the Libyan 
Government remain unsubstantiated. 


While efforts to solve the problem created by this “pressure” from the Libyan government 
against Greece are being conducted on the sidelines, certain public “explanations” made 
yesterday provide a clear indication of the magnitude of the issue and of its true causes. 


In Crete, first, Foreign Minister Konstandinos Mitsotakis made the following statement 
on the question of the Libyan pilot: 


"The Greek Government absolutely respects the principles of international law and the 
Libyan pilot was handed to the UN High Commission on Refugees on the day after his arrival 
in Greece. Consequently, and in effect, this pilot is outside Greece and the aircraft was 
returned to Libya. As a result, there is no issue for Greece." 


In reference to the issue peculiarly created by Libya in reference to the visit of 
Agriculture Minister A. Kanellopoulos to Israel, the Foreign Ministry observed that this 
visit has no particular importance and that the status of relations between the two 
countries remains unaltered. It was added in reference to this issue that Greece is 
interested in agricultural cooperation with Israel. 


Foreign Ministry Statement 
NC212137 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1930 GMT 21 Mar 81 


[Text] A Foreign Ministry statement on the supply of oil from Arab countries explains 
the following: 


All facts available to the Foreign Ministry to this moment testify to the unfounded 
character of certain newspaper reports that problems exist in the supply of oil from 
Arab countries. 
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Neither Greek embassies in these countries nor Arab embassies in Athens have furnished the 
slightest indication that there has been a reconsideration of oil obligations undertaken 
by these countries or, more generally, of their policy toward our country for any reason. 


More specifically on Libya, apart from certain delays noticeable recently in the delivery 
of oil, we have no facts that can establish any change in this country's policy toward 
Greece on the question of oil. As already stated, the satisfaction of our country's oil 
requirements is guaranteed. 


A Foreign Ministry spokesman also stated that no protest, either from Libya or from 
any other country, has been made to the Greek Government in respect to Agriculture Minister 
Kanellopoulos’ visit to Israel. 


Such a protest, in any case, would not have been justified, because nothing has changed the 
status of Greek relations with Israel. The visit of the minister of agriculture has had no 
bearing on the existing de facto relations between the two countries since 1949, nor has 

it altered the well-known friendly sentiments and the policy of the Greek Government and 
Kanellopoulos toward the Arabs. 


ELEVTHEROTIPIA Comments 
NC212158 Athens ELEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 21 Mar 81 pp 1, 15 
[Excerpts] Apart from the 1.5 million tons of Libyan oil, delivery of which "was frozen" 
following the incident of the pilot who sought asylum in Greece, the delivery of 2 


million tons of oil from Iraq, earmarked for delivery during 1981, has also become 
problematic. 





According to exclusive ELEVTHEROTIPIA reports from absolutely authoritative Arab sources in 
Athens, Iraq has transferred all its oil supply obligations to all countries to Kuwait, and 
now Kuwait is insisting on the necessity of “giving priority to its own treaty obligations." 
This raises many questions, not only about the "when" but also about the "if" of the 
delivery of these 2 million tons of oil, because it is well-known that the Arabs have been 
disturbed by Agriculture Minister Athanasios Kanellopoulos' visit to Israel. 





Another exclusive report by ELEVTHEROTIPIA diplomatic correspondent Louis Dhanos is also 
indicative of the new dimensions of the government's attempt to guarantee the supply of 

3.5 million tons of oil from other countries since this quantity will represent our shortage 
if in the end the delivery of Iraqi and Libyan oil is completely cancelled (or con- 
siderably delayed.) 


This report concerns a delegation under the secretary general of the Industry Ministry which 
is due to depart for Algiers in an effort to guarantee “as much oil as possible." 

Soundings out and contacts are also being directed toward other Arab countries, as well as 
toward North Seacountries (Britain, Norway). 


In a statement in Sitia [Crete] yesterday, Foreign Minister Mitsotakis stressed that there 
are no “problems with Libya,” but he did admit that oil shipments are being delayed. 

A reference by Mitsotakis to the question of the recognition of Israel was also “meant to 
pressure.” Yet this question appears to seriously interest all Arab diplomatic missions 
in Athens, who are due to meet soon "to align their policy.” 


Answering a question, the foreign minister said that he does not believe there is a question 
of a strain in relations with Libya. 


Mitsotakis admitted, though, that it is correct that there is a certain difficulty in our 
relations with Libya. It is incorrect, however, he stressed that they are cutting off our 


oil. 











VII. 23 Mar 81 S 6 GREECE 


What is correct is .hat there has been a delay in the loading of two Greek tankers, one 
of which is scheduled to receive an oil shipment based on an agreement with the Soviets 
(it belongs to the Mamidhakis Company) while the other is scheduled to take on oil on the 
basis of the agreement with Libya with oil destined for the Greek state oil refineries. 


In reference to the visit of Agriculture Minister Kanellopoulos to Israel and the reported 
possible strain in relations with Arab countries, Mitsotakis stressed: "This is no de 
facto recognition. For a long time now we have had relations with Israel at the charge 
d'affaires level. These relations cover a wide spectrum of trade and economic exchanges, 
and particularly relations in agricultural cooperation in which sector Israel has an 
advanced technology, especially in the area of irrigation. 


RALLIS, MITSOTAKIS LEAVE FOR THE NETHERLANDS 





NC222140 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1930 GMT 22 Mar 81 


[Text] Prime Minister Rallis, who returned early this afternoon from his tour in Crete, 

left by air at 1830 for Maastricht, The Netherlands, to attend the conference of leaders of 
EEC member-states; Foreign Minister Mitsotakis is accompanying the prime minister. During 
the conference, which begins tomorrow, Rallis and Mitsotakis will develop the Greek positions 
on international and intercommunity issues that directly concern our country. 
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TALKS WITH GREEK FOREIGN MINISTRY SECRETARY END 





TA201643 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1510 GMT 20 Mar 81 


[Text] Ankara, 20 Mar (AA)--The secretaries general of the Turkish and Greek Foreign 
Ministries Friday concluded the 8th periodic meeting in Ankara. Secretary General Kamuran 
Gurun of the Turkish Foreign Ministry told newsmen, and his Greek counterpart Stavros 
Roussos confirmed, they had reached some kind of agreement on "certain points." 


Gurun clarified, however, progress should not be expected on the question of the Aegean 
continental shelf at this time. The question of the Turkish community in Greece and their 
communal property is being taken up “through diplomatic channels," he added. 


Gurun and Roussos said they would take up with their respective ministers the points on 
which they had been able to reach agreement. The Turkish and Greek foreign ministers will 
meet in Rome during the spring session of the NATO Council of Ministers in May. Gurun 
said the date for the next get-together of the secretaries general would be set by the 
ministers when they meet. 


Joint Communique 
TA211050 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 21 Mar 81 


[Text] A joint communique has been issued on talks held between the Turkish and Greek 
Foreign Ministry general secretaries in Ankara between 16 and 20 March. The communique 
says that the issues of the Aegean airspace, the delineation of the Aegean continental 
shelf, bilateral cultural relations, problems concerning minorities, Greece's participation 
in the centennary of Ataturk and bilateral relations were discussed during talks held 
between Turkish Foreign Ministry General Secretary Kamuran Gurn and his Greek counterpart, 
Ambassador Stavros Roussos. 


The communique says that the general secretaries have reached an agreement on certain 
recommendations to be made to their respective governments on the issue of the Aegean air- 
space. According to this agreement, discussions will be held in order to draft a letter 
for the authorized traffic offices of the two countries to meet every 2 months in a bid 

to exchange information on air traffic between the Istanbul and Athens regional air control 
centers. 


The communique notes that the two general secretaries discussed the subject of the delinea- 
tion of the Aegean continental shelf in order to determine the common views for the solu- 
tion of this problem. 


The communique adds that an agreement was reached on a schedule for bilateral cultural 
activities to be carried out by the joint cultural committee which was revived following 
talks between the two Foreign Ministries in Brussels on 13 December 1980. The joint cul- 
tural committee, whose members will be appointed by the two governments as soon as possible, 
is expected to hold its first meeting in the summer. The venue and time of the meeting 
will be determined through diplomatic channels. 


During the talks, the program of ceremonies to be held in Selanik [Thessalonica] on 19 May 
1981 to mark Ataturk's centennary have been completed, including the Greek Government's 
official participation in the ceremonies. 


The next meeting between the general secretaries of the two countries will be held in 
Athens. 


Ambassador Roussos departed Turkey today at 1115 after completing his talks. In a state- 
ment before his departure at Istanbul's Yesilkoy Airport, Ambassador Roussos said that 
though small, some constructive and beneficial steps toward finding a solution to out- 
standing differences between his country and Turkey have been made during the Ankara talks. 
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Pointing out that the talks were held in a warm and cordial climate, the ambassador said 
that agreements were reached cn certain subjects on the agenda. He added that he had 
conducted constructive talks with Turkish Government officials on this occasion. 


JUDICIARY STUDIES IRANIAN PILO.''S ASYLUM REQUEST 








TA201626 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1518 GMT 20 Mar 81 


[Text] Ankara, 20 Mar (AA)--The request for asylum by Iranian Colonel Javit Hussein and 
his wife, who commandeered a transport plane to Van airport early this week, was under 
examination by the Turkish Judiciary, Foreign Ministry spokesman Oktay Iscen said Friday. 


The Ministry of Justice was currently examining whether the Colonel had committed the 
offence of “hijacking” or not as well as the request of the Iranian couple for political 
asylum, Iscen said. He noted there was an extradition of convicts agreement between Iran 
and Turkey and Turkey was signatory to international agreements on hijacking and inter- 
national terrorism as well. Iran's note asking for the return of the colonel would be 
answered as soon as possible, he added. Asked whether the colonel and his wife would be 
tried in Turkey, Iscen noted that offenders had been tried in a similar case in the past. 


LIRA READJUSTED AGAINST U.S., OTHER CURRENCIES 





TA212024 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2000 GMT 21 Mar 81 


[Text] The value of the Turkish lira has been readjusted in accordance with the recent 
changes in international money markets. The Turkish lira was revalued against the U.S. 
dollar, the Japanese yen and the Saudi riyal and was devalued by some 2 percent against 
certain other foreign currencies. The rew exchange rates, which will be in effect as of 
tomorrow, are as follows: 95.65 Turkish lira [LT] to the U.S. dollar, 45.88LT to 100 
Japanese yen and 28.66 LT to the Saudi riyal. 


The Turkish lira was devalued by 1.9 percent against the Deutsche Mark and the new exchange 
rate was fixed at 45.95 LT to the mark. The Turkish lira was also devalued against the 
British pound, the Austrian schilling, the Belgian franc, the Swiss franc and the Norwegian 
krone by percentages ranging from 0.7 to 1.8. 


DELEGATION SIGNS BORDER PROTOCOL WITH IRAQ 





TA211541 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1455 GMT 21 Mar 81 


[Text] Ankara, 21 Mar (AA)--The negotiations that have been held in the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs since 16 March 1981 between the Iraqi delegation, led by Ambassador Riyad 
al-Qaysi, and the Turkish delegation, led by Foreign Ministry Counselor Asaf Inhan, on 
drafting a protocol relating to the redemarcation of the frontiers between Iraq and Turkey 
were concluded today and the protocol signed with a ceremony. 


ENERGY MINISTER BINGOL DEPARTS FOR IRAQ 





TA221546 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1500 GMT 22 Mar 81 


[Text] A delegation headed by Energy and Natur. 1 Resources Minister Serbulent Bingol 

left for Iraq today to hold talks for the readjustment of the fees paid by Iraq for the 
transport of oil through the Turkish-Iraqi pipeline. Officials from the Foreign, Finance, 
Energy and Natural Resources Ministries as well as from the Pipelines and Petroleum Trans- 
port Corporation [BOTAS] are accompanying the minister. 
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Crude oil is being pumped through the pipeline from Kirkud to the Yumurtalik District in 
Adana where it is being loaded on tankers for export. Iraq is currently paying about 40 
liras per barrel for the oil being transported through the pipeline which has been in 
operation since 1975. A total of 35 million tons of crude oil is being transported yearly 
on the 98l-km pipeline. Some 641 km of the pipeline are in Turkey and the rest is in Iraq. 


DELEGATE CALLS FOR BALANCED EUROPEAN SECURITY 





TA211536 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1515 GMT 21 Mar 81 


[Text] Ankara, 21 Mar (AA)--Turkey demanded that the troops to be withdrawn (?eventually) 
from central Europe under the mutual and balanced troop withdrawal talks in Vienna should 
not be deployed in a way that would weaken the security of the northern and southern 
‘flanks. The Turkish view was submitted by Ambassador Emcel Barutcu in an address to the 
conference, the Foreign Ministry said. 


AID AGREEMENTS WITH NORWAY, U.S., SWITZERLAND 





TA211457 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1435 GMT 21 Mar 81 


[Text] Ankara, 21 Mar (AA)--The Council of Ministers ratified three recently-signed 
accords with Norway, the United States and Switzerland, said separate items in today's 
Official Gazette. Under the accords, Norway will provide Turkey with a 50 million krone 
grant to be used in development projects under OECD's aid to Turkey program, the United 
States will extend, under the same program, a 200 million dollar credit and Switzerland 
will follow suit with a 35 million dollar credit, part of the 60 million dollars 
originally pledged. 


BULGARIAN TRADE DELEGATION MEETS IZMIR BUSINESSMEN 





TA202053 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2000 GMT 20 Mar 81 


[Text] The Bulgarian trade delegation visiting Turkey held contacts in Izmir today. The 
delegation which is headed by Peter Rusov, the chairman of the Bulgarian Chambers of Trade 
and Industry, held a meeting with businessmen from Izmir at the Aegean Chamber of Industry. 
During the meeting, Rusov pointed out that trade between the two countries had doubled 
during the past 5 years. He said Turkey and Bulgaria could make joint investments in the 
fields of manufacturing and mining. 


The acting chairman of the Aegean Chamber of Industry, Orhan Mentese, said that the Aegean 
region was the most convenient one for the investments suggested by the Bulgarian dele- 
gation. 


BRIEFS 


SWEDISH SOCIAL SECURITY AGREEMENT--The ratification documents of the social security 
agreement between Turkey and Sweden were exchanged in Ankara today. The agreement will 
go into effect on 1 May. It stipulates that the 15,000 Turkish workers in Sweden will 
benefit from Swedish social security laws without discrimination after taking into con- 
sideration the social security benefits they have acquired in Turkey. [Ankara Domestic 
Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 19 Mar 81 TA] 


OLIVE OIL EXPORTS--Turkey made contracts to sell 26,000 tons of olive oil to foreign 
countries, the exporters union announced in Izmir. An olive oil sales contract was made 
with Libya and with some EEC countries, officials said. Libya is expected to import an 
additional 15,000 tons of olive oil from Turkey and a Libyan delegation will be in Izmir 
to discuss olive oil purchases, officials added. [Text] [Ankara Anatolia in English 
1445 GMT 20 Mar 81 TA] 














